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1. A fresh look at Mueller–Navelet jets:
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1. A fresh look at Mueller–Navelet jets:

[Kotikov–Lipatov, 2000]
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1. A fresh look at Mueller–Navelet jets:
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1. A fresh look at Mueller–Navelet jets:

[SV–Florian Schwennsen, 2006]

PRELIMINARY: Old Tevatron data
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2. NLO jet production in kT factorization:

[Bartels–SV–Florian Schwennsen, 2006]
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qb ↑

qa ↓

kJ
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2. NLO jet production in kT factorization:
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2. NLO jet production in kT factorization:
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Ã
� k2

1 � . . . � k2
j−1 � k2

j (Jet) k2
j � k2

j+1 · · · � k2
n � p2

B̃
∼ Λ2

QCD

y
Ã
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3. NLO effects in Pomeron exchange:

[Fadin–SV–Philip Stephens, 2006]
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“BFKL phenomenology at the LHC”

Good understanding of NLL BFKL corrections

Test EXCLUSIVE processes at HERA and Tevatron

to make reliable predictions for LHC: JET PHYSICS
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